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I’ve been tm tied up with the sy~osiua~ here and in GatUnburg to 
look at qy maila this irs my first chance to reply. 

Thanks for the information. 

You were right about our experimental plans. ju’etve dust finished 
8olpa prelii&iaries to verify the geheral features of ,m.4Ung interruption, 
and the diploid exprimtnt is ncaxt on the agem.2: if we hive or can make 
suitable sticks. 

Unfortunatsly we don’t have shy checked-out, veriried “Het F-I’. %e 
do have 50s~ stocks of #at ori&, but 3s you know some of our Het stocks 
have been performing poorly in recent years. The verification is likely 
to be a feature of the actmA axperhsnt, but you ore welcom to hava them 
as noun as me know xhat to use ourselves. Our basic design is to select 
for Lac- segregating diploida from Hfr2 Lao+ Cal+ 5’ x EFTL7.m Cal- Sr, 
ami diagnose their && character as er function of tfma of Interruption. 

One point I hops you will keep in mlad: distirquiah between he& ahd 
home-zygosity for Gal or vther marker. This is discussed in sormxi3. 
Gur papera in the 1951 C3Ii ahd in Solenae (1955). To be sure, if early- 
interrupted crosses give homozygous Cal’ in place of hsterosygous W.*/Gal- 
later on, we will at511 have to lorry whether one stand of the diploid can 
be co:@.eted in a raerozy&ote. If he&Lnygoaity ie a fumtion of tiea, thb 
will be powerful evidence of interruption of the c;hroaoaonwr. As far as I 
can see) there is still no critical evidence supporting this over the alterna- 
tive hypotheaia of interrupted pairing. 

Xours d.ncerely, 

Joshua Lederberg 
Professor of Medical Genetics 

JL/ew 


